In a recent issue of PNAS, Hansen et al. (1) did an excellent job of arguing for the need for a more consistent data set to investigate changes in global forest cover. The indicator they chose, gross forest cover loss (GFCL), marks an improvement both in reproducibility and comparability. However, it does so by using data that the authors themselves state "captures only part of the global forest cover change dynamic" (p 8651). One would expect that an analogous measure of forest growth over the same period might show a gain in forest cover if data on loss were excluded. In describing the forest cover dynamic, Alig (2) comments that "Net changes (area into forest minus area out of forest) are typically much smaller than total or gross changes (area into forest plus area out of forest)."
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The proposed indicator, the GFCL, differs markedly from other forest coverage indicators used at the national and international level. The reader is led to believe in the superiority of this data set as it directly correlates with the "biophysical presence" (p 8652) of trees, implying that other definitions are simply random or wholly bureaucratic in nature. Thus, national and international sources that lead to conclusions other than those of Hansen et al. 
